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A very little consideration, however, suffices to show
that though it has some force, its force is veiy
generally overrated. Paley's illustration of a watch
puts the case much too strongly. If I found a watch
on an apparently desolate island, I should indeed
infer that it had been left there by a human being;
but the inference would not be from marks of design,
but because I already knew by direct experience that
watches are made by men. I should draw the in-
ference no less confidently from a foot print, or from
any relic however insignificant which experience has
taught me to attribute to man: as geologists infer
the past existence of animals from coprolites, though
no one sees marks of design in a coprolite. The
evidence of design in creation can never reach the
height of direct induction; it amounts only to the
inferior kind of inductive evidence called analogy.
Analogy agrees with induction in this, that they
both argue that a thing known to resemble another
in certain circumstances (call those circumstances A
and B) will resemble it in another circumstance (call
it C). But the difference is that in induction, A and
B are known, by a previous comparison of many
instances, to be the very circumstances en which C
depends, or with which it is in some way connected.
When this has not been ascertained, the argument
amounts only to this, that since it is not known with
which of the circumstances existing in the known